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Sorry . that you spent money to send back the MMPI test booklet— I swiped that one so you could 
keep . it and avoid poa&fcge back. I have scored the test but will wait for a day or so before 
mailing you my impressions. In brief , yy initial eyeball impressions are that you are clearly 
M## not crazy or paranoid or anything like that, and that you are basically in pretty good 
.shape psychologically, with a profile- at least as normal as mine. Much of your present distress 
probably has to do with realistic problems and it is noteworthy that you are holding up quite 
well psychologically . I was pleasantly surprised. Most college kidg taking prelims are in very 
bad shape compared to your present trouble. 

On Betzner I will try to arrange so that you can see them, but you are wrong about the negative. 
These are beigg made from the original negatives and so John's man won't have one. I will try 
to get him to bMwup the faces in the crowd iri Betzner 2.' To be very frank, Betzner 1 is use- • 
less but I wanted M it for the record— it shows the car on Houston. Betzner 2 shows the crowd 
at Ihe corner of Elm and Houston and that's all that is worthwhile in it. I am going to try to 
anticipate what I want and get the proper blcwups made by John's man. 

On the Body chart, I haven f t had a call from Henry yet, but will act as soon as I do. Meanwhile 
I will try to find #iis old Mips, number. 

Thanks for your letter of 10/18 with enclosures. I just remembered something I forgot to ask 
you— Do you have persistent lower back pain? If so the MMPI can tell whether or not its psycho- 
somatic with accuracy approaching 100%. As for individual items, there is nothing I could dis- 
cuss about your answers since there is little or nothing we knew about individual item# responses, i 
A week from now if you were to retake the test the profile, unless you had undergone a marked 
change due to anxiety, etc. , would look about the same, but the individual items you answered 
might be quite different. The test was put together entirely in an empirical fashion. In brief 
areas of psychopatholggy were decided upon as important, and then items were devised which were 
felft might tap these areas. Then, groups were assembled who were high or low on these traits, 
such as a depressed vs. non-depressed group for the D or depression scale, the # 2 scale on the 
test. Through long and careful item# analysis prodedunes, the best items were chosen and scales 
were made. Then studies were done in reverse to determine whether or not eo?tain scale patterns, 
or .profiles, indicated certain things. In other words, a certain score on 2 Keans many different 
things, depending on where the other scales are. • This gets back to the basic point in my memos 
on. the Sirhan -psychiatric testimony: that the testimony about what items on the MMPI Sirhan 

failed to answer was pure quackery. In fact, to be very frank, \diile I sent you this’ test 'in 
order _ to help if I could (it’s frustrating to be at a distance when a friend is having problems 
and overwhelmed by work) , I also felt that it would serve a dual purpose of teaching you a bit 
about the test. Then perhaps you will realize why I feel that the- psychiatric testimony is very 
suspect. .The reason I feel. this is so incredibly important is that it strongly suggests that one 
of two things is true: 1. Sirhan is normal or 2. Sirhan was' trying to fake insanity and is normal. 
Either one, particularly the latter, is damning. 

Your analytic approach to. the test was very fefreshing, although your analysis, as I mention 
above, goes into areas which we do not understand. Thus far we feel fortunate to have a good 
empirically derived test that is useful. Undoubtedly if we could further understand how each 
item works we would know much more. 

After seeing your MMPI I have, decided to tell you something which I was going to keep frem you 
and investigate. on my own until I informed you. I ask you to do nothing in the way of writing 
people about Ihis until we have discussed it. fully, although I realize that I am being very 
pre sumptuous in asking such a thing. From what I know of guys my age, bringing this subject 

P w ithout careful thought and checking could be harmful. 


What it boils down to is this. Litton called hast night at 10 PM, the first call (or letter, etc. 
in a long while. He was raving as usual. One never knows whether the purpose of his calls is' 
to pump for something . specific or pump in general with a scattershot approach. I think that the 
yxsit to Ffory shook him th the care, because he undoubtedly has the minimal insight necessary to ' 
realize how he affects people. In addition, he projects his own coniving and diouble dealing on 
to others so as to be constantly paranoid. Well, in any event, my tape recorder wasn’t -set up 
and I had had a few beers, so my recollections may not be 100% accurate, but here they are: 

First of all, he was hot under the color about my alleged backs tabbing of him. There were two 
facets to this backstabbing , the first being that I had told people, or someone, that he was 
serious about the guys in the trees add that it would be in his book. I pointed out to him that 
I had never ^believed that the fake grassy )<noll was for real until he had assured me that 

it was, and never dreamed that he would use it in his book, until he assured me that he had proof 
and that I would eat my words when the book came out, and that he convinced George Rennar and 
(fathers that he believed it, and that he told me he dictated the story about it to Esquire for 
their conpendium of assassination theories. He became quiet, but started up later. Now, Harold, 
.this could only refer to one person— Mary. What M I suspect is that she mentioned that my dis- 
trust of him had to do with . the fake knoll theory, etc. , and that he got worried as he well should 
have that she woihld think him a nut (my being a psychologist must have increased his paranoia). 

I have written to Mary about this and expect a bit of an explanation since I suspect nothing, im- 
proper on her part. (This may serve to show her how way out Lifton is, if things happened the way 
I suspect.) This is not what worries me., I will get to the. worry, below. . The- second alleged back- 
stabbing is the craziest thing from Fred yet— that I allegedly told Fred not to give his "Last 
’Faarn" stuff to Dave , and to give, it to me. and Sylvia instead so, that. we. could do a monograph on 
it! This I allegedly wrote him in a letter, i asked for a copy. As I pointed out to. Dave, it 
makes a lot of pense other than for the following details:.- I barely .know .Sylvia and .the- last time 
we spoke' on the phone she was raying at me;, it would have,. be„en a foolhardy. way of doing it- if 
that was my objective; it is totally out of character for me, even as they know me; Dave was 
far closer to. Fred than I when this must have happened; and Fred was already accusing me of theft, 
etc. at the time. Well, on to the trouble. Dave seemed very interested in getting- the Shaneyfelt 
and Zapruder testimony and felt that I. might be able to do. this for him. He claimed that he got 
two letters from people yesterday telling him that. you had cautioned them not to let him have the 
Fmnck and Frazier testimony. Therefore., I would like, to know who got . copies of that testimony, 
and who might you have told sore thing of that sort, or something which could have been distorted 
to that when third hand. I am not absolutely certain that there are two, but he did say or 
suggest it at. one ppint, and there is definitely one involved. Dave does have copies of both 
person’s testimonies, and in fact is trying to make .money by selling sore extra copies of it. 
if he can, since he can get xeroxing done for free. For myself , it pains me, to. see Dave profit 
from something which he did everything in his. power to fight — the Shaw, trial.. But for the pre- - 
sent, anything which can increase the probability that he. will finally publish, that damned book 
is for the best. I wrote Mary to get her to push him to get the book out. I don’t have a copy 
of my early morning letter handy, but will try . to find it. before ,J mail this. In. any event, 
enclosed is a cppy of my afternoon .letter. Please„ return it, or both if both are enclosed. 

By- now you know that .Bradley aalled because I suggested 1 it'. I don’t' know whether it will be* of 
any value, but certainly might. You might get 'him' to get off the backs of a few of the innocent 
parties such as the San Diego Committee, etc. Perhaps he knows something, although from what 
Mary says. he doesn’t know much of anything of value. In any’ event I felt that#" you might like 
to meet him. - I talked to him about our mutual distrust and dislike of Lane and Turner, and of ! 
our questioning his .arrest, etc. , so that may have sorething* to da with his pleasant attitude. 

Well, I’d better close new. -Best wishes. I -hope that you 'and ‘your wife are feeling OK when 
this letter reaches you. : - 



